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Report  on  Statistical  Uses  of  Administrative  Records 

By  Daniel  H.  Garnick 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
Department  of  Commerce 


Administrative  records  resulting  from  govern¬ 
mental  tax  and  regulation  programs  or  connected 
with  the  distribution  of  governmental  services  and 
benefits  represent  a  major  part  of  Federal  infor¬ 
mation  collection  activities.  Some  of  the  records 
generated  in  connection  with  administering  gov¬ 
ernmental  programs  are  used  in  general-purpose 
statistical  programs.  The  principal  reason  for 
increasing  reliance  on  administrative  records  for 
statistical  data  is  the  availability  of  administrative 
records  which  can  be  used  to  obtain  small  area  data 
at  minimal  cost  and  without  increasing  respondent 
burden. 

Although  statistical  use  of  administrative  records 
is  growing,  there  are  many  unanswered  questions 
concerning  the  quality  of  statistics  derived  in  this 
way.  From  a  statistical  point  of  view,  the  standards 
of  quality  and  consistency  in  administrative  data 
collection  and  processing  programs  are  frequently 
inadequate.  Difficulties  in  accessing  administrative 
records,  moreover,  often  inhibit  the  efficient  joint 
use  of  particular  administrative  record  sets  with 
other  administrative  and  statistical  records  in  meet¬ 
ing  statistical  needs.  Improved  statistics  from 
administrative  records  will  require  modification  in 
data  collection  and  processing  procedures,  modi¬ 
fication  of  laws  and  administrative  procedures 
relating  to  access  to  records,  and  increased 
resources  for  evaluating  and  upgrading  the  quality 
of  administrative  records  for  statistical  use.  While 
the  costs  of  improving  administrative  records  for 
statistical  applications  can  be  large,  they  will  often 
be  substantially  less  than  alternatives  requiring 
expanded  censuses  and  surveys.  By  applying  more 
efficient  statistical  tools  in  the  collection  and  use  of 
of  administrative  records,  administrative  and  statis¬ 
tical  programs  could  benefit:  Reductions  in  respon¬ 
dent  burdens  and  in  data  processing  costs  would  be 
the  expected  result. 

With  the  hope  of  contributing  to  progress  in  this 
area,  the  Subcommittee  on  Statistical  Uses  of 
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Administrative  Records,  established  in  1978  by  the 
Federal  Committee  on  Statisdcal  Methodology, 
prepared  Statistical  Policy  Working  Paper  6:  Report  on 
Statistical  Uses  of  Administrative  Records^  in  order  to: 
(1)  identify  major  administrative  data  files  with  sig¬ 
nificant  potential  for  general-purpose  statistical 
applications;  (2)  indicate  various  kinds  of  statistical 
uses  of  administrative  records  that  are  being  made 
or  considered;  (3)  identify  major  technical  and 
institutional  or  legal  problems  that  are  impeding 
effective  statistical  use  of  administrative  records; 
and  (4)  suggest  possible  approaches  to  improving 
information  collection  and  statistical  use  of  admin¬ 
istrative  records. 

In  preparing  this  working  paper,  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Statistical  Uses  of  Administrative  Records 
has  not  attempted  to  provide  comprehensive  doc¬ 
umentation  of  administrative  record  systems  and 
their  uses.  The  report  instead  reflects  largely  the 
areas  of  interest  and  expertise  of  subcommittee 
members.  Important  areas  such  as  energy  and 
environmental  statistics  are  not  covered  at  all,  and 
very  little  attention  is  given  to  records  generated  by 
the  complex  array  of  Federal  regulatory  agencies. 
There  is,  however,  relatively  intensive  coverage  of 
administrative  data  from  programs  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  and  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  from  related  administrative  programs 
that  collect  important  social  and  economic  infor¬ 
mation  from  individuals  and  businesses. 

While  additional  research  is  needed,  both  on 
areas  covered  in  Working  Paper  6  and  on  topics 
not  covered  by  this  initial  report,  statistical  uses  of 
administrative  records  have  been  increasing  and 
will  continue  to  increase.  Many  important  statistical 


'Copies  can  be  obtained  through  the  Superintendent  of  Doc¬ 
uments,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C., 
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357 


needs  cannot  be  adequately  met  by  a  system  involv¬ 
ing  censuses,  carried  out  every  5  or  1 0  years,  com¬ 
bined  with  intercensal  surveys  which  provide 
national  data.  And  the  extra  costs  of  moving  to 
more  frequent  censuses  and/or  larger  sample  sur¬ 
veys  that  might  provide  small  area  data  are  high 
both  in  terms  of  direct  Federal  expenditure  and 
response  burden.  Much  must  be  learned  and  many 
difficult  problems  confronted  if  progress  is  to  be 
made  in  the  statistical  use  of  administrative  records 
and  in  improving  the  overall  efficiency  of  govern¬ 
mental  information  collection  and  use.^ 

Summary  of  the  Report 

The  report  provides  a  review  of  major  adminis¬ 
trative  report  files  pertaining  to  individuals  and  to 
businesses.  Statistical  uses  of  administrative  records 
are  outlined,  including:  the  direct  use  of  the  records 
to  obtain  statistics  and  to  supplement  existing  data 
via  expanding  coverage  or  content;  and  technical 
uses  of  the  data  for  constructing  sampling  frames, 
quality  control,  improving  estimation  procedures, 
and  data  evaluation.  New  developments  in  data 
from  business  establishment  reports  and  a  number 
of  potential  uses  of  administrative  records  for  data 
linkage  are  described.  Technical  problems  in  the 
statistical  use  of  administrative  records,  including 
coverage,  comparability,  error  and  timing  of  data 
are  discussed.  Approaches  to  resolving  issues  in 
accessing  administrative  records  for  statistical  pur¬ 
poses  are  identified. 

Chapter  /.  Findings  and  Recommendations — sum¬ 
marizes  the  findings,  and  clusters  the  recommen¬ 
dations  into  three  sections  concerned  with: 

A.  Identifying  and  formulating  solutions  for 
common  problems  related  to  statistical  stan¬ 
dards  for  administrative  information  pro¬ 
grams. 

B.  Identifying  and  meeting  various  problems 
related  to  access  to  administrative  record  sys¬ 
tems. 

C.  Identifying  collertion  programs  and  research 
activities  requiring  government-wide  coordi¬ 
nation  and  support. 

A.  Statistical  Standards 

There  is  a  need  for  greater  standardization  in  the 
procedures  for  collecting  and  presenting  data 
based  on  administrative  records  in  order  to  provide 
a  basis  for  reducing  duplicate  collection  efforts  and 
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improving  the  quality  and  consistency  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  that  is  collected. 

Recommendation  1.  Common  identifiers  should 
be  used  whenever  possible  in  collecting  infor¬ 
mation  pertaining  to  the  same  individuals  or 
organizations. 

Recommendation  2.  The  quality  of  administra¬ 
tive  records  to  be  used  for  statistical  purposes 
should  be  evaluated  systematically  to  determine 
the  appropriateness  of  the  records  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  use. 

Recommendation  3.  Consistent  procedures 
should  be  used  in  administrative  and  statistical 
data  collection  efforts  for  defining  reporting 
units,  identifying  and  coding  reporting  unit  char¬ 
acteristics,  and  developing  standards  for  data  tab¬ 
ulation. 

B.  Access 

A  central  issue  related  to  meeting  the  differing 
requirements  of  data  for  administrative  vs.  statisti¬ 
cal  applications  efficiently  involves  the  problem  of 
obtaining  an  appropriate  balance  between  the  need 
to  access  individual  records  and  the  right  to  privacy 
as  well  as  consideration  for  confidentiality  of 
responding  persons  and  businesses.  Resolution  of 
this  issue  requires  that  distinctions  be  made  both  in 
terms  of  the  uses  to  be  made  of  records  and  the 
types  of  reporting  units  and  information  involved. 

Recommendation  4.  Natural  persons  should  be 
distinguished  from  organizations  and  other  enti¬ 
ties  when  developing  standards  and  practices  of 
record  confidentiality. 

Recommendation  5.  Legislation  and  administra¬ 
tive  procedures  should  be  modified  to  make  com¬ 
prehensive  Federal  lists  of  businesses  and  orga¬ 
nizations,  such  as  the  Census  Bureau’s  Standard 
Statistical  Establishment  List  and  the  Social  Secu- 


seminar  for  Federal  employees  to  discuss  the  material 
covered  in  this  report  was  conducted  by  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee.  The  seminar  discussed  statistical  uses  of  administra¬ 
tive  records,  including  direct  use  of  the  records  as  data  sources 
and  technical  uses  such  as  the  construction  of  sampling  frames, 
quality  control,  and  data  evaluation.  Issues  of  accessing  admin¬ 
istrative  records  for  statistical  purpioses  were  also  covered.  The 
findings  and  recommendations  of  the  subcommittee  were  dis¬ 
cussed  in  detail. 

A  new  subcommittee  has  been  formed  to  consider  issues  of 
implementation  of  statistical  uses  of  administrative  records;  this 
new  subcommittee  is  chaired  by  Fritz  J.  Scheuren,  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Service. 
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rity  Administration’s  employer  listing,  more 
readily  available  for  statistical  uses. 

Recommendation  6.  For  natural  persons,  the 
principles  of  “functional  separation’’  developed 
by  the  Privacy  Protection  Study  Commission,  the 
White  House  Privacy  Initiative,  and  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Statistical  Reorganization  Project  should 
be  applied  in  distinguishing  records  to  be  used 
for  administrative  (and  enforcement)  purposes 
from  records  to  be  used  for  statistical  purposes. 

Recommendation  7.  Particular  legal  and  admin¬ 
istrative  barriers  to  access  to  administrative  rec¬ 
ords  for  statistical  use  should  be  identified  and 
eliminated  for  records  pertaining  to  both  natural 
persons  and  organizations. 


C.  Other  Government- Wide  Program  Coordina¬ 
tion  and  Support 

In  order  to  maximize  the  usefulness  of  adminis¬ 
trative  record  systems,  it  will  be  necessary  to  identify 
on  a  government-wide  basis  those  data  collection 
programs,  as  well  as  research  initiatives,  which  need 
interagency  support.  Further,  the  needs  of  data 
users  should  be  considered  in  designing  statistical 
series  based  on  administrative  records. 

Recommendation  8.  Procedures  for  planning 
and  setting  budget  priorities  should  be  developed 
to  ensure  that  agency  and  program-spiecific  bud¬ 
get  allocations  are  responsive  to  those  inter¬ 
agency  data  needs  that  are  met  most  effectively 
through  the  specific  programs  under  review. 

Recommendation  9.  As  recommended  by  the 
President’s  Statistical  Reorganization  Project, 
efficient  statistical  tools  should  be  applied  in 
information  collection  programs  extending  well 
beyond  the  confines  of  the  principal  statisdcal 
agencies. 

Recommendation  10.  To  obtain  statistical  data, 
increased  use  should  be  made  of  matches 
between  sample  surveys  and  administrative  files. 
Samples  based  on  linkages  among  administrative 
record  systems  also  should  be  encouraged  for 
statistical  purposes. 

Recommendation  11.  The  provision  of  services 
to  users  should  be  recognized  as  a  statistical  pro¬ 
gram  function  to  optimize  the  availability  of  sta¬ 
tistical  information  in  Federal,  State  and  local 
government  and  in  the  private  sector,  and  to  give 
the  Federal  system  the  benefit  of  feedback  from 
users  in  planning  statistical  programs  based  on 
administrative  records. 
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Chapter  11.  Introduction  and  Summary — develops 
some  of  the  historical  basis  for  the  report  and  gives 
a  chapter-by-chapter  summary. 

Chapter  111.  Major  Administrative  Files — summa¬ 
rizes  the  characteristics  of  major  computerized 
administrative  record  files  that  are  maintained  or 
mandated  by  the  Federal  Government  and  contain 
statistically  useful  information  pertaining  to  indi¬ 
viduals  or  businesses.  The  information  contained 
in  the  administrative  files  for  individuals  is  com¬ 
pared  to  the  information  on  individuals  collected 
in  decennial  censuses;  and  the  information  con¬ 
tained  in  the  administrative  files  for  businesses  is 
compared  to  the  information  on  the  Census 
Bureau’s  Standard  Statistical  Establishment  List 
(which  is  itself  assembled  from  a  combination  of 
administrative  and  survey  data  sources).  The  chap¬ 
ter  also  contains  a  description  of  the  Social  Security 
Administration’s  Continuous  Work  History  Sample 
which  is  a  set  of  statistical  files  of  individual  worker 
records  assembled  using  several  business  and  indi¬ 
vidual  administrative  record  files. 

Compared  with  the  decennial  census,  most 
administrative  record  files  for  individuals  contain 
relatively  little  information  on  population  charac¬ 
teristics  and/or  cover  only  a  limited  segment  of  the 
population.  In  addition,  the  census  usually  provides 
more  reliable  and  detailed  geographic  information 
than  administrative  files;  and  at  best,  administrative 
records  can  provide  only  rough  approximations  to 
such  census  reporting  units  as  the  family  and  house¬ 
hold.  On  the  other  hand,  many  administrative  files 
provide  data  at  much  more  frequent  intervals  than 
the  decennial  census,  and  the  presence  of  social 
security  numbers  on  most  administrative  files  opens 
the  ptossibility  of  linking  files  over  time  (longitudi¬ 
nally)  or  merging  information  from  more  than  one 
administrative  file  in  order  to  increase  the  coverage 
of  individuals  and/or  the  number  of  characteristics 
identified  for  particular  individuals.  Administra¬ 
tive  record  coverage  of  businesses  is  more  complete 
than  is  true  for  individuals.  In  fact,  administrative 
lists  of  businesses  provide  the  basis  for  conducting 
statistical  censuses  and  surveys. 

Chapter  IV.  Major  Statistical  Uses  of  Administrative 
Records — discusses  statistical  uses  of  administrative 
records  with  reference  to  the  programs  of  selected 
Federal  agencies,  particularly  programs  of  the 
Social  Security  Administration  (SSA),  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  (IRS),  the  Bureau  of  Economic 
Analysis  (BEA),  the  Census  Bureau,  and  the  Small 
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Business  Administration  (SB A).  The  SSA  and  IRS 
programs  involve  the  development  of  general-pur¬ 
pose  statistics  by  statistical  divisions  of  agencies  that 
collect  large  amounts  of  information  from  individ¬ 
uals  and  businesses  in  the  course  of  their  adminis¬ 
trative  responsibilities.  The  programs  illustrate  the 
large  quantity  and  variety  of  administrative  data 
collected  as  well  as  the  limitations  of  incomplete 
population  coverage  and  lack  of  information  on 
important  population  characteristics  that  compli¬ 
cate  the  statistical  use  of  administrative  records. 

The  BEA  programs  illustrate  the  use  of  a  wide 
variety  of  administrative  data  (obtained  from  many 
agencies)  for  estimating  data  series  within  the  con¬ 
text  of  a  systematic  economic  accounting  frame¬ 
work.  Administrative  data  are  used  in  conjunction 
with  census  and  survey  data  (also  generally 
obtained  from  other  agencies);  and  there  are  sub¬ 
stantial  variations  among  the  administrative  data 
series  in  the  extent  to  which  they  involve  concepts 
and  measurement  procedures  that  fit  well  with  the 
concepts  involved  in  the  design  of  the  accounting 
framework  and  with  concepts  underlying  the  cen¬ 
sus  and  survey  data  used. 

Census  Bureau  programs  illustrate  a  wide  variety 
of  applications  of  administrative  records  for  both 
individuals  and  businesses.  For  example,  records 
obtained  from  administrative  agencies  arc  used  in 
developing  intercensal  population  and  related  esti¬ 
mates,  as  a  substitute  for  censuses  in  the  collection 
of  economic  data  from  many  small  businesses,  in 
the  development  and  maintenance  of  sampling 
frames  for  surveys,  and  in  the  evaluation  of  the 
completeness  and  reliability  of  information  col¬ 
lected  in  censuses  and  surveys.  Again  there  are  sub¬ 
stantial  variations  in  the  extent  to  which  adminis¬ 
trative  record  concepts  match  desired  statistical 
concepts.  A  few  census  programs,  primarily  in  the 
area  of  economic  statistics,  are  discussed  in  more 
detail  than  other  programs  covered  in  Chapter  IV. 
These  more  detailed  examples  illustrate  the  sub¬ 
stantial  cost  savings  as  well  as  limitations  associated 
with  the  statistical  use  of  administrative  records. 

The  SBA  involvement  in  the  statistical  use  of 
administrative  records  stems  largely  from  a  recently 
initiated  project  to  develop  a  small  business  data 
base  in  conjunction  with  the  1980  White  House 
Conference  on  Small  Business.  In  part  because  of 
concerns  over  reporting  burdens,  small  businesses 
have  been  exempted  from  or  covered  on  a  very 
small  sample  basis  in  most  economic  censuses  and 
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surveys.  Therefore,  a  small  business  data  base  must 
rely  heavily  on  administrative  records.  SBA  efforts 
to  develop  such  a  data  base  illustrate  many  of  the 
problems  that  are  often  encountered  in  gaining 
access  to  administrative  records  and  adapting  them 
for  statistical  analysis. 

Chapter  V.  Developments  in  Data  from  Business 
Establishment  Reporting — contains  case  studies  of 
three  important  and  related  statistical  programs 
that  are  currently  evolving  based  in  large  part  on 
developments  in  administrative  record  systems: 
(1)  the  Census  Bureau’s  Standard  Statistical  Estab¬ 
lishment  List  (SSEL)  program;  (2)  SSA’s  program 
for  adapting  its  Continuous  Work  History  Sample 
(CWHS)  data  program  to  a  new  system  of  annual 
employer  reports  of  worker  wages  on  forms  W-2 
and  W-3;  and  (3)  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics’ 
(BLS)  program  for  developing  work  force  statistics 
in  connection  with  the  Unemployment  Insurance 
(UI)  payroll  tax  program. 

These  programs  produce  both  complementary 
and  overlapping  statistical  products  in  the  area  of 
work  force  statistics.  They  illustrate  not  only  the 
importance  and  potential  of  administrative  records 
for  developing  work  force  data,  but  also  the  more 
important  problems  in  the  area  of  establish rfient 
reporting  by  multiestablishment  business  and  in  the 
area  of  coordinating  similar  data  collection  efforts 
in  different  agencies.  The  Census  Bureau  program 
employs  the  most  satisfactory  concept  of  establish¬ 
ment  from  a  statistical  point  of  view,  but  the  Census 
work  force  data  assembled  in  connection  with  the 
SSEL  cannot  match  the  frequency  and  timeliness 
of  BLS  data  based  on  the  Ul  system,  nor  can  the 
SSEL-based  data  provide  the  information  on 
demographic  characteristics  of  workers  available 
from  the  SSA  system.  The  different  establishment 
reporting  plans  of  the  three  data  systems  combined 
with  difficulties  of  interagency  transfers  of  records 
(for  example,  the  current  restrictions  on  access  to 
the  SSEL)  have  severely  limited  the  scope  for  coor¬ 
dinating  data  collection  and  development  efforts  in 
the  three  programs. 

Chapter  VI.  Potential  Uses  of  Administrative  Records 
for  Data  Linkages:  Selected  Case  Studies — reviews  four 
case  studies  that  illustrate  the  potential  and  the 
problems  associated  with  record  linkages  as  a  means 
of  improving  and  extending  the  use  of  administra¬ 
tive  records  in  developing  primary  data  and  in  eval¬ 
uating  census  and  survey  data:  (l)the  “Linked 
Administrative  Statistical  Sample  Project,”  (2)  the 
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“Use  of  Administrative  Records  in  the  Survey  of 
Income  and  Program  Participation,”  (3)  the  “Use 
of  IRS/SSA/HCFA*  Administrative  Files  for  1980 
Census  Coverage  Evaluation,”  and  (4)  “Record 
Linkage  in  the  Nonhousehold  Sources  Program.” 
In  contrast  to  Chapter  V,  where  the  difficulties  of 
coordinating  and  linking  business  establishment 
records  among  programs  was  highlighted.  Chapter 
VI  is  concerned  with  linkages  involving  records  for 
individuals. 

Chapter  VII.  Technical  Problems  in  the  Statistical  Use 
of  Administrative  Records — discusses  technical  prob¬ 
lems  encountered  in  making  statistical  use  of 
administrative  records  that  arise  or  are  exacerbated 
because  of  limited  statistical  control  in  administra¬ 
tive  record  systems  over  such  factors  as  population 
coverage,  definitions  and  comparability  of  infor¬ 
mation  concepts  among  programs,  and  reporting 
and  processing  procedures. 

Chapter  VIII.  Legal  Issues  in  the  Statistical  Use  of 
Administrative  Records — discusses  legal  and  related 
institutional  barriers  which  inhibit  the  interagency- 
access  to  records  that  is  needed  for  improving  the 
efficiency  and  effectiveness  of  statistical  use  of 
administrative  records.  Emphasis  is  placed  on  prob¬ 
lems  which  arise  because  of  a  failure  of  existing 
confidentiality  laws  to  make  an  adequate  functional 
distinction  between  statistical  and  administrative 
processes  which  use  records  about  individuals. 

The  basis  for  interagency  transfer  of  administra¬ 
tive  records  is  often  found  in  a  logic  that  imposes 
regular  procedures  or  conditions  for  expanding  the 
scope  of  administrative  actions  or  decisions  which 
can  be  based  on  the  particular  content  of  records 
about  an  individual.  Such  a  basis  is  generally  irrel¬ 
evant  with  respect  to  legitimate  statistical  processes 
which,  in  contrast  to  administrative  uses,  merely 
produce  relationships  and  summaries  of  data,  and 


do  not  involve  any  direct  governmental  action 
against  (or  in  favor  of)  the  individual  as  a  conse¬ 
quence  of  information  in  records  pertaining  to  that 
individual. 

Clearly,  not  all  statistical  performance  is  func¬ 
tionally  divorced  from  administrative  processes; 
program  integrity  and  quality  assurance  are  func¬ 
tions  which  may  explicitly — and  quite  properly — 
rely  on  applied  statistical  techniques  to  identify 
individual  cases  for  administrative  action.  Such 
functions  are  within  the  reasonable  expectations  of 
program  participants,  and  do  not  rely,  moreover, 
on  collection  of  information  from  volunteers,  with 
assurances  of  confidential  treatment.  In  contrast, 
there  are  particular  statistical  activities  or  collec¬ 
tions  of  data  whose  existence  and  rationale  for  com¬ 
piling  and  making  interagency  transfer  of  data  are 
limited  by  the  degree  to  which  statisticians  can  fulfill 
a  legal  or  ethical  duty  to  protect  the  confidentiality 
of  individual  information. 

Statistical  uses  in  this  latter  category  need  to  be 
separated  out  as  discrete  functional  uses,  and  be 
governed  by  different  rules  and  standards  from 
those  which  govern  administrative  and  compliance 
uses.  Proposals  for  “functional  separation”  of  sta¬ 
tistical  from  administrative  uses  argue  for  separat¬ 
ing  these  statistical  records  about  identifiable  indi¬ 
viduals  from  the  decision/action  stream,  and 
permitting  the  statistical  results  to  be  available  to 
administrators  only  in  summary  or  other  uniden¬ 
tifiable  form.  Functional  separation  would  allow 
summaries,  of  course,  to  be  used  administratively 
in  ways  which  may  result  indirectly  in  consequences 
affecting  all  members  of  the  group  in  uniform  ways. 
However,  functional  separation  would  not  permit 
the  direct  use  of  individual  records  as  the  basis  for 
individual  actions.  Alternative  legislative  proposals 
for  implementing  the  concept  of  functional  sepa¬ 
ration  are  reviewed  in  the  chapter. 
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CURRENT  DEVELOPMENTS 


CENSUS  BUREAU  REPORTS  ON  1980 
ELECTION 

The  Bureau  of  the  Census  has  recently  released 
a  report  on  Voting  and  Registration  in  the  Election  of 
November  1980  (Advance  Report).  This  report  was 
based  on  data  collected  in  the  November  1 980  Cur¬ 
rent  Population  Survey  (CPS)  and  was  conducted 
two  weeks  after  the  election  of  last  November  4. 
The  survey  data  indicate  that  59  percent  of  the 
voting-age  population  went  to  the  polls  in  the  1980 
presidential  election,  the  same  proportion  as 
reported  in  the  1976  election.  The  reported  voter 
turnout  for  1980,  however,  was  considerably  less 
than  the  69  percent  reported  by  participants  in  the 
first  CPS  study  on  voting  in  1964. 

Some  of  the  highlights  of  the  report  are: 

•  Sixty-one  percent  of  the  white  voting-age  pop¬ 
ulation  reported  that  they  voted  last  Novem¬ 
ber,  whereas  51  percent  of  the  voting-age 
blacks  said  they  voted  in  1 980.  Thirty  percent 
of  the  Spanish-origin  population  surveyed 
reported  that  they  voted. 

•  The  largest  decline  in  voter  turnout  since  1 964 
has  taken  place  in  the  Northeast,  North  Cen¬ 
tral,  and  West  regions  of  the  country  where 
voter  participation  for  all  areas  combined 
dropped  12  percentage  points  for  whites  and 
19  points  for  blacks. 

•  Although  there  was  an  increase  in  the  reported 
voter  turnout  in  the  South  among  blacks  from 
44  percent  in  1964  to  48  percent  in  1980,  there 
was  a  decrease  for  whites  from  60  to  57  percent 
during  1964-80. 

•  There  was  no  difference  reported  in  voter  par¬ 
ticipation  levels  for  men  and  women  in  the 
1980  election  (both  59  percent);  in  1964,  how¬ 
ever,  the  voting  rate  reported  by  men  was  72 
percent,  5  points  higher  than  for  women. 

Single  copies  Voting  and  Registration  in  the  Elec¬ 
tion  of  November  1980  (Advance  Report),  Series  P-20, 
No.  359,  may  be  obtained  for  $1.25  prepaid  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 
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(Jerry  Jennings,  bureau  of  the  census, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  telephone  (301)  763- 
5179) 


STATE  AND  METROPOLITAN  AREA  DATA 
BOOK,  1979 

The  first  issue  of  a  biennial  publication  entitled 
State  and  Metropolitan  Area  Data  Book,  1979  has 
recently  been  released  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census. 
It  contains  a  wide  range  of  current  and  historical 
economic,  political,  and  social  statistics  for  metro¬ 
politan  areas.  States,  census  regions  and  divisions, 
and  the  United  States.  The  Data  Book  updates  and 
expands  the  data  for  standard  metropolitan  statis¬ 
tical  areas  (SMSA’s),  their  component  counties,  and 
States  found  in  the  County  and  City  Data  Book,  1977. 
It  is  designed  to  furnish  needed  facts  for  a  broad 
range  of  data  users  such  as  librarians,  market  ana¬ 
lysts,  planners,  researchers,  teachers,  social  scien¬ 
tists,  economists,  and  legislators. 

Of  the  630  pages  in  the  1979  edition,  more  than 
500  consist  of  tables,  while  the  others  include  5 
supporting  appendixes,  data  item  descripdons, 
source  citations,  definitions  of  geographic  concepts, 
and  a  subject  index.  Some  of  the  subjects  covered 
are  banking,  crime,  elections,  hospitals,  income, 
labor  force,  public  assistance,  school  enrollment, 
construction,  life  insurance,  energy,  highways,  and 
transportation.  The  Data  Bcxik  includes  statistics 
from  the  Census  Bureau  and  from  60  other  gov¬ 
ernmental  and  private  agencies. 

The  tabular  pages  are  arranged  in  three  group¬ 
ings: 

Table  A:  2,008  subject  items  for  each  of  the  50 
States,  the  4  census  regions  and  the  9 
census  divisions,  and  the  United  States 
Table  B:  440  data  items  for  each  of  the  279 
SMSA’s  and  their  component  counties, 
13  New  England  county  metropolitan 
areas  and  their  component  counties,  and 
1 3  standard  consolidated  statistical  areas 
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Table  C:  The  same  440  data  items  as  covered  in 
table  B  for  5  population-size  categories 
of  SMSA’s  and  census  regions,  and  the 
U.S.  as  a  whole 

A  computer  tape  containing  the  data  used  in  pro¬ 
ducing  the  figures  presented  in  the  book  will  be 
available  later  this  year  for  purchase,  with  accom¬ 
panying  documentation,  from  Data  User  Services 
Division,  Customer  Services  Branch  (Tapes), 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  Washington,  D.C.  20233. 
The  State  and  Metropolitan  Area  Data  Book,  1979  may 
be  ordered  ($12.00  per  paperbound  copy,  GPO 
S/N  003-024-01638-9)  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402,  or  purchased  from  some 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce’s  district  offices 
located  in  major  cities.  (Mark  D.  Herrenbruck, 

BUREAU  OF  THE  CENSUS,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

COMMERCE,  telephone  (301)  449-1810) 

1980  CENSUS  INFORMATIONAL  PROGRAM 
FOR  FEDERAL  AGENCIES 

The  Census  Bureau’s  1980  census  informational 
and  education  program  has  been  in  full  swing  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  year.  More  than  1 0,000  persons  have 
attended  120  census  user  conferences  held  across 
the  country  to  learn  about  the  content,  products, 
and  related  services  and  the  1980  census.  Addition¬ 
ally,  more  than  80,000  copies  of  the  brochure  CEN¬ 
SUS  ’80:  Introduction  to  Products  and  Services  have 
been  distributed. 

Program  planners  and  policymakers  in  Federal 
agencies  represent  an  extremely  important  seg¬ 
ment  of  the  data  user  community.  The  Census 
Bureau  is  making  a  special  effort  to  provide  Federal 
agency  users  with  the  information  needed  to 
acquire  and  use  1 980  census  data.  Accordingly,  the 
Census  Bureau  is  prepared  to  conduct  “in-agency” 
1980  census  informational  programs  for  Federal 
agencies  in  the  Washington,  D.C.  area.  Using  a  stan¬ 
dardized  half-day  format.  Census  staff  can  present 
the  program  to  groups  of  15  or  more  persons. 
Depending  upon  the  requirements  of  the  particular 
agency,  subject  specialists  from  the  Census  Bureau 
can  be  included  on  the  agenda  to  discuss  specific 
subjects  such  as  housing,  income,  disability,  etc. 

To  obtain  further  information  about  this  Federal 
agency  1980  census  informational  program,  or  to 
arrange  for  a  program,  contact  Mac  Palmer  in  the 
Data  User  Services  Division  (telephone  449-1645). 
364 


Multiple  copies  of  the  brochure  CENSUS  ’80:  Intro¬ 
duction  to  Products  and  Services  can  be  obtained  for 
distribution  within  your  agency  by  writing  to  Cus¬ 
tomer  Services  Branch,  Data  User  Services  Division, 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  Washington,  D.C.  20233, 
Attention:  Mary  Wiger. 

A  similar  program  is  available  to  Federal  regional 
agencies  through  the  Census  Bureau’s  12  regional 
offices.  The  addresses  and  telephone  numbers  of 
the  Bureau’s  regional  user  services  specialists  are 
contained  on  page  12  of  the  CENSUS  ’80:  Introduc¬ 
tion  to  Products  and  Services.  Requests  for  program 
information  at  locations  outside  of  Washington, 
D.C.  should  be  addressed  directly  to  one  of  these 
regional  offices.  (Deborah  Barrett,  bureau  of 

THE  CENSUS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  telephone 

(301)  449-1645) 

STATE  AND  COUNTY  VETERAN  POPULATION, 
SEPTEMBER  1979 

The  Veterans  Administration  has  recently  issued 
a  report  entitled  State  and  County  Veteran  Population, 
September  1979  (Research  Monograph  13).  This 
publication,  prepared  every  2  to  3  years,  presents 
estimates  of  the  number  of  veterans  in  civil  life  as 
of  the  end  of  fiscal  year  1 979  in  each  of  the  50  states 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  well  as  in  each  of 
the  3,098  counties  and  45  independent  cities  iden¬ 
tified  nationwide. 

An  estimated  30,072,000  U.S.  veterans  were  liv¬ 
ing  as  of  the  end  of  September  1979,  all  but  243,000 
of  whom  resided  in  the  50  states  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  more  than  29.8  million  veterans 
within  state  boundaries  represented  a  ratio  of  137 
veterans  per  1,000  persons  in  the  civilian  popula¬ 
tion.  Southern  states  were  characterized  by  below 
average  ratios  while  the  Northeast  and  far  West 
were  noted  for  their  comparatively  higher  propor¬ 
tions  of  veterans  in  the  general  population.  Rhode 
Island  registered  the  largest  ratio  (167  veterans  per 
1,000  population)  whereas  North  Dakota  posted 
the  smallest  veteran  to  civilian  population  figure 
(94  per  1,000).  The  five  counties  in  the  United 
States  with  the  largest  estimated  veteran  popula¬ 
tions  on  September  30,  1979  were  Los  Angeles 
County  (California) — 1,180,140;  Cook  County 
(Illinois) — 761,890;  Wayne  County  (Michigan) — 
369,700;  Kings  County  (New  York) — 30 1 ,350;  and 
Harris  County  (Texas) — 285,710.  Collectively, 
these  five  counties  encompass  about  10  percent  of 
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all  veterans  living  in  the  United  States.  Los  Angeles 
and  Harris  counties  were  the  only  jurisdictions 
among  the  five  listed  above  to  sustain  net  popula¬ 
tion  increases  between  March  31,1 977  and  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1979.  This  phenomenon  is  a  reflection  of 
recent  migration  patterns  which  have  highlighted 
some  movement  away  from  the  industrial  centers 
in  the  Northeast  and  mid-West,  coupled  with  rela¬ 
tive  in-migration  to  the  Southwest  and  far  West. 

Copies  of  this  report  are  available  without  charge 
from  the  Research  Division  (042A1),  Reports  and 
Statistics  Service,  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20420. 
(William  A.  Maloy,  reports  and  statistics 

SERVICE,  VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION,  telephone 

(202)  389-3012) 

VETERAN  POPULATION  ESTIMATES  AS  OF 
SEPTEMBER  30, 1980 

The  Veterans  Administration  (VA)  has  recently 
issued  the  September  1980  version  of  its  semi¬ 
annual  report  entitled  Veteran  Population  By  Age, 
State  of  Residence  and  Regional  Office,  By  Period  of 
Service.  This  publication  contains  actuarial  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  number  of  living  veterans  by  period 
of  military  service,  age,  state  of  residence,  and  VA 
regional  office  of  jurisdiction. 

The  estimated  number  of  U.S.  veterans  in  civil 
life  as  of  September  30,  1980  was  30,1 18,000,  an 
all-time  high.  World  War  II  veterans,  who  averaged 
60  years  of  age,  comprised  the  single  largest  group 
(4 1  percent  of  the  total)  in  spite  of  their  continued 
reduction  in  absolute  numbers.  Vietnam  era  vet¬ 
erans  made  up  30  percent  of  the  total  number  while 
those  who  served  during  the  Korean  conflict 
accounted  for  about  one-fifth  of  the  overall  count. 
Veteran  survivors  of  World  War  1  numbered 
521,000  and  averaged  some  85  years  of  age.  Vet¬ 
erans  of  only  peacetime  periods  constituted 
approximately  13  of  every  100  ex-service  person¬ 
nel. 

Over  half  of  the  29.9  million  veterans  living  in 
the  U.S.  at  the  end  of  September  1980  maintained 
their  residence  in  one  of  nine  states,  each  of  which 
had  a  veteran  population  in  excess  of  one  million. 
California  accounted  for  the  largest  number 
(3,350,000),  followed  by  New  York  (2,453,000), 
Pennsylvania  (1,740,000),  Texas  (1,668,000),  Illi¬ 
nois  (1,535,000),  Ohio  (1,476,000),  Florida 
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(1,358,000),  Michigan  (1,186,000),  and  New  Jersey 
(1,106,000). 

The  number  of  veterans  per  1 ,000  persons  in  the 
civilian  population  varied  significantly  on  a  state- 
to-state  basis  from  the  national  figure  of  137.  South¬ 
ern  states  were  noted  for  their  relatively  low  ratios 
while  the  Northeast  and  far  W'est  were  generally 
characterized  by  above  average  proportions  of  vet¬ 
erans  in  the  general  population.  Rhode  Island  reg¬ 
istered  the  largest  ratio  (165  veterans  per  1,000 
population)  while  North  Dakota  had  the  smallest 
(93  per  1,000). 

Copies  of  this  report  are  available  without  charge 
from  the  Research  Division  (042A1),  Reports  and 
Statistics  Service,  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20420. 
(William  A.  Maloy,  reports  and  statistics 

SERVICE,  VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION,  telephone 

(202)  389-3012) 


DATA  USER  GUIDE  AND  SUPPLEMENT 

The  National  Science  Foundation’s  Universides 
and  Nonprofit  Institutions  Studies  Group  (UNISG) 
has  released  an  addendum  to  the  January  1980 
Data  User  Guide,  to  inform  potential  users  of  the 
availability  of  data  tapes  containing  the  most  recent 
statistics  obtained  in  four  surveys  of  academic  sci¬ 
ence  activities.  The  four  surveys  cover  scientific  and 
engineering  expenditures  at  universities  and  col¬ 
leges,  FY  1979;  scientific  and  engineering  person¬ 
nel  employed  at  universities  and  colleges  January 
1980;  graduate  science  students  and  postdocto¬ 
rates,  fall  1979;  and  Federal  support  to  universities, 
colleges,  and  selected  nonprofit  institutions,  FY 
1979. 

TheDato  User  Guide  describes  the  data  structures 
and  formats  of  the  public-use  tapes  derived  from 
these  surveys.  The  following  data  are  currently 
available  on  single  tapes:  Academic  R&D  expendi¬ 
tures,  FY  1972-79;  employment  of  academic  sci¬ 
entists  and  engineers,  January  1973-80;  graduate 
science  enrollment,  fall  1972-79  for  doctorate 
granting  institutions  and  fall  1975-77  and  1979  for 
master’s-granting  institutions;  and  Federal  obliga¬ 
tions  to  academic  institutions,  FY  1972-79,  and  to 
nonprofit  institutions,  FY  1974-79. 

Copies  of  the  Data  User  Guide  and  Addendum  are 
available  from  the  Universities  and  Nonprofit  Insti¬ 
tutions  Studies  Group,  Division  of  Science  Resources 
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Studies,  Room  L-602,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  1800  G  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20550, 
or  by  calling  (202)  634-4673.  (James  G. 
Huckenpahler,  division  of  science  resources 

STUDIES,  NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION,  telephone 

(202)  634-4673) 

GOVERNMENTS  STATISTICS  FACTFINDER 
REVISED 

A  4-page  brochure  in  the  Gensus  Bureau’s  Fact¬ 
finder  for  the  Nation  series,  CFF  No.  1 7,  “Statistics  on 
Governments,”  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  data  from  the  1977  Census  of  Govern¬ 
ments  and  subsequent  annual  surveys.  The  Factfin¬ 
der  provides  a  brief  overview,  with  examples,  of 
what  governments  data  are  available  from  the 
Bureau  and  where  they  may  be  found. 

Single  copies  of  the  brochure  may  be  obtained 
free  from  the  Census  History  Staff,  Data  User  Ser¬ 
vices  Division  (DUSD),  or  in  quantity  for  250  per 
copy  from  Customer  Services,  DUSD,  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  Washington,  D.C.  20233.  For  a  com¬ 
plete  set  of  20  Factfinders,  covering  agriculture, 
housing,  retail  trade,  population,  and  other  statis¬ 
tical  programs  of  the  Bureau,  send  $4  to  Customer 
Services,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  Washington,  D.C. 
20233.  (Frederick  G.  Bohme,  department  of 
COMMERCE,  BUREAU  OF  THE  CENSUS,  telephone  (301) 

449-1625) 

SELECTED  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  PERSONS 
IN  PHYSICAL  SCIENCE:  1978 

The  Bureau  of  the  Census  has  released  the  first 
in  a  series  of  reports  based  on  the  1 978  National 
Survey  of  Natural  and  Social  Scientists  and  Engi¬ 
neers,  which  was  sponsored  by  the  National  Science 
Foundation  and  conducted  by  the  Census  Bureau. 

Entitled  Characteristics  of  P ersons  in  Physical 

Science:  1978,  the  report  contains  information  on 
the  demographic,  educational,  employment,  and 
career-related  characteristics  of  chemists,  physicists 
and  astronomers,  and  other  physical  scientists  in 
1978.  Some  of  the  specific  topics  covered  are:  race, 
residence,  academic  degrees,  major  fields  of  study, 
supplemental  training,  employment  status,  occu¬ 
pation,  industry,  job  and  occupational  mobility, 
involvement  in  areas  of  critical  national  interest. 
Federal  support,  and  basic  annual  salary  rate. 
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The  report  also  provides  an  extensive  set  of 
appendices  describing  the  background  of  the  1978 
survey  and  presenting  selected  supplementary 
data. 

Copies  of  the  report.  Selected  Characteristics  of  Per¬ 
sons  in  Physical  Science:  1978,  Series  P-23,  No.  108 
(30  pp.),  are  available  for  $2.00  each  prepaid  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402,  or 
from  Commerce  district  offices  in  major  U.S.  cities. 
(Thomas  J.  Palumbo,  bureau  of  the  census, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  telephone  (301)  763- 
2825) 

NCHS  REQUESTS  SURVEY  TOPICS 

The  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics 
(NCHS)  is  seeking  suggestions  of  topics  to  be 
included  on  future  questionnaires  of  the  National 
Health  Interview  Survey  (NHIS).  This  survey  is 
designed  to  provide  continuous  national  data  on 
the  incidence  of  illness  and  accidental  injuries,  the 
prevalence  of  chronic  diseases  and  impairments, 
the  extent  of  disability,  and  the  use  of  health  ser¬ 
vices.  It  is  a  cross-sectional  household  interview  sur¬ 
vey  which  consists  of  a  continuous  sampling  and 
interviewing  of  the  civilian,  non-institutionalized 
population  of  the  United  States.  Data  are  obtained 
on  approximately  40,000  households  annually. 

The  NHIS  questionnaire  consists  of  two  basic 
parts:  ( 1)  a  “core”  set  of  health,  socioeconomic,  and 
demographic  items,  and  (2)  one  or  more  sets  of 
“supplementary”  health  items.  The  core  items  con¬ 
stitute  approximately  70  percent  of  the  question¬ 
naire  and  remain  constant  from  year  to  year. 
Therefore,  no  more  than  several  supplements  can 
be  included  in  the  NHIS  each  year.  The  supple¬ 
mentary  items  relate  to  special  health  topics  of  cur¬ 
rent  interest.  A  specific  supplement  remains  on  the 
questionnaire  for  at  least  3  months  and  generally 
not  more  than  1 2  consecutive  months.  Supplements 
may  be  completed  for  the  entire  household  or  for 
any  subset  of  household  members. 

The  NCHS  is  seeking  suggestions  for  supple¬ 
mental  topics  to  be  addressed  in  future  surveys. 
The  standard  planning  cycle  includes  selection, 
development  and  implementation  of  chosen  sup¬ 
plemental  topics.  We  are  asking  for  your  input  now 
so  that  supplement  selection  may  begin  in  1981, 
development  in  1982,  and  implementation  in 
1 983-84.  All  submitted  supplemental  topics  chosen 
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for  future  use  will  be  screened  and  selected  by  a 
panel  of  health  professionals.  Forthcoming  supple¬ 
ments  include  Child  Health,  Visual  Acuity,  Health 
Insurance,  Preventive  Care,  Alcohol  Consumption, 
and  Cost  of  Cancer. 

If  you  are  interested  in  submitting  a  topic,  please 
send  your  name  and  address  to  Mr.  Earl  Bryant, 
Associate  Director,  National  Center  for  Health  Sta¬ 
tistics,  Office  of  Interview  and  Examination  Statis¬ 
tics,  3700  East-West  Highway,  Room  2-44  Hyatts- 
ville,  Maryland  20782  by  May  31,  1981.  Upon 
receipt  of  your  request,  we  will  send  you  an  infor¬ 
mation  packet  with  instructions  and  guidelines  for 
submitting  your  suggestion.  (Amy  Coyle, 

NATIONAL  CENTER  FOR  HEALTH  STATISTICS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES,  tele¬ 
phone  (301)  436-7093) 

ESS  HOG  SURVEY 

The  Economics  and  Statistics  Service  recently 
published  a  report  entitled  A  Simulation  Study  to 
Compare  Procedures  Which  Impute  for  Missing  Items  on 
an  ESS  Hog  Survey. 

This  study  compares  the  effects  of  six  procedures 
which  impute  for  missing  items — two  versions  of 
the  ratio  procedure,  the  array  procedure,  the  EST- 
MAT  procedure,  the  zero  spike  procedure,  and  the 
“princomp”  procedure.  The  comparison  of  these 
procedures  is  from  an  experiment  in  which  a  com¬ 
plete  data  set  from  a  multiple  frame  hog  survey  by 
ESS-Statistics  has  values  deleted  to  simulate  an 
incomplete  data  set.  Simulations  are  over  a  range 
of  conditions  which  account  for  the  method  of  des¬ 
ignating  missing  values  and  the  percentage  of  miss¬ 
ing  values.  Comparisons  of  the  prtKedures  are 
made  with  respect  to:  (1)  the  accuracy  of  the  esti¬ 
mated  means,  (2)  the  standard  errors,  (3)  the  accu¬ 
racy  of  imputations  on  a  unit  level,  (4)  the  effect  on 
correlations  between  variables,  and  (5)  costs. 

The  two  versions  of  the  ratio  procedure  perform 
the  best  for  very  large  sample  sizes  (at  least  as  large 
as  1,000).  For  smaller  sample  sizes  all  of  the  pro¬ 
cedures  except  the  ESTMAT  procedure  have 
approximately  the  same  mean  square  error.  The 
main  disadvantage  of  the  ratio  procedure  is  an 
inflation  of  the  correlations  between  variables  in 
the  data  set. 

The  ESTMA'F  procedure  emerges  as  the  least 
attractive  procedure  because  it  does  not  impute 
very  accurately  and  it  has  an  extremely  high  cost 
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relative  to  the  other  procedures.  This  result  only 
applies  to  the  ESTMAT  procedure  as  an  imputation 
process  and  not  as  a  missing  data  procedure  in 
general.  For  example,  the  ESTMAT  procedure  is 
probably  a  suitable  method  for  sample  designs  in 
which  missing  data  are  planned — in  other  words, 
a  survey  design  in  which  one  plans  to  collect  only 
partial  information  on  some  designated  units. 

Standard  errors  of  the  estimates  from  any  miss¬ 
ing  item  procedure  should  account  for  the  fact  that 
data  are  imputed.  Replication  is  a  method  to  obtain 
unbiased  estimates  of  standard  errors.  Estimates  of 
standard  errors  which  treat  the  imputed  values  as 
though  they  are  original,  reported  values  may  be 
biased,  but  the  size  of  the  bias  is  probably  not  very 
serious  for  the  operational  program  of  ESS.  ' 

Finally,  the  reader  is  cautioned  that  the  results  of 
the  study  are  based  on  one  data  set  in  which  the 
variables  have  skewed  distributions  dominated  by 
zero  values.  These  distributions  are  characteristic 
of  much  survey  data  collected  by  ESS  but  not  all. 
Thus,  generalizations  of  the  results  in  this  paper  to 
other  situations  should  be  made  with  careful  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  types  of  variables  and  their  distributions 
and  to  the  correlations  among  the  variables. 

Single  free  copies  of  the  16-page  report  (ESS 
Staff  Report  No.  AGESS80 1222.1)  are  available  in 
Room  4801  South  Building,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250  (Barry  L. 
Ford,  Douglas  G.  Kleweno,  and  Robert  D. 
Tortora,  economics  and  statistics  service, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  acriculturf:,  telephone  (202)  447- 
9248) 


SOLE  PROPRIETORSHIP  RETURNS,  1977 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service  has  recently- 
released  the  complete  report.  Statistics  of  Income — 
1977,  Sole  Proprietorship  Returns.  The  statistics  in  the 
report  are  estimates  derived  from  a  stratified  sam¬ 
ple  of  individual  income  tax  returns  filed  for  the 
1977  income  year.  The  report  presents  financial 
data  from  the  returns  of  sole  proprietorships  only. 
Partnership  data,  formerly  included  in  this  report, 
will  be  contained  in  a  separate  report  scheduled  for 
publication  shortly. 

Data  are  classified  by  industry  and  size  of  business 
receipts.  State  data  are  also  shown.  Included  this 
year  are  data  on  the  investment  credit,  new  jobs 
credit,  and  sex  of  the  proprietor  operating  the  busi- 
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ness.  Information  on  depreciation  computed  under 
the  Class  Life  Asset  Depreciation  Range  (CLADR) 
System  is  provided  for  the  first  time.  In  addition, 
selected  income  and  expense  items  are  shown  for 
farm  proprietorships. 

Copies  of  the  247-page  report  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 
(Jack  Blacksin,  business  and  pension  statistics 

SECTION,  STATISTICS  DIVISION,  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

SERVICE,  telephone  (202)  376-0151) 

INDIVIDUAL  INCOME  TAX  RETURNS,  1978 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service  will  release  the 
report.  Statistics  of  Income — 1978,  Individual  Income 
Tax  Returns,  this  spring.  The  statistics  are  based  on 
a  sample  selected  from  the  nearly  90  million  Forms 
1040  and  1040A  filed  during  Calendar  Year  1979. 
The  publication  contains  data  on  sources  of  income, 
exemptions,  deductions,  income  tax  classified  by 
size  of  taxpayers’  adjusted  gross  income,  exemp¬ 
tions,  deductions,  and  credits  by  type.  Data  are  clas¬ 
sified  by  the  marital  status  of  the  taxpayers,  taxable 
and  nontaxable  returns,  taxpayers  age  65  or  over, 
and  by  state. 

Statistics  on  residential  energy  credits  claimed  on 
individual  income  tax  returns  for  Tax  Year  1978 
are  among  the  subjects  highlighted  in  the  report. 
The  residential  energy  credit  was  claimed  on  nearly 
6  million  returns  and  totalled  $591  million.  Nearly 
95  percent  was  based  on  energy  conservation 
expenditures,  such  as  insulation,  storm  windows, 
and  weatherstripping,  while  the  remaining  5  per¬ 
cent  was  based  on  renewable  energy  source  expen¬ 
ditures,  such  as  solar,  geothermal,  and  wind  energy 
equipment. 

When  published,  the  report  will  be  available  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402 
(Patrick  Piet,  internal  revenue  service, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY,  telephone  (202) 

376-0147) 

RECENT  NSF  REPORTS 

The  National  Science  Foundation  (NSF)  has 
recently  released  a  new  report.  Employment  Attributes 
of  Recent  Science  and  Engineering  Graduates  (NSF  80- 
325).  This  report  presents  findings  on  the  employ- 
368 


ment  patterns  of  recent  science  and  engineering 
(S/E)  graduates  who  gained  employment  in  S/E 
Jobs.  These  employment  patterns  provide  early 
and  dramatic  indicators  of  labor  market  changes 
for  scientists  and  engineers.  The  extent  to  which 
young  S/E  graduates  seek  and  are  able  to  find  em¬ 
ployment  provides  a  measure  of  the  robustness  of 
the  economy;  the  degree  to  which  they  are  em¬ 
ployed  in  S/E  Jobs  and  the  attributes  of  that  em¬ 
ployment  generally  reflect  the  level  of  activity  of 
the  Nation’s  scientific  and  technological  enterprise. 
Information  contained  in  the  report  is  based  on  a 
1979  survey  of  bachelor’s-  and  master’s-degree  re¬ 
cipients  in  S/E  fields. 

Two  earlier  reports  on  recent  S/E  graduates  have 
been  issued.  The  first  investigated  the  extent  to 
which  S/E  graduates  entered  the  labor  force  and 
found  employment,  and  the  relationship  of  that 
employment  to  the  field  of  study.  The  second 
report  investigated  the  effects  of  the  acquisition  of 
skill  over  time  and  of  changes  in  the  economic 
environment  on  labor  market  performance. 

Copies  of  the  report  (NSF  80-325)  are  available 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Gov¬ 
ernment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402 
for  $1.75  per  copy.  Request  stock  number  038-000- 
00470-1. 

Another  new  report  released  is  Science  Resources 
Studies  Highlights,  “Tenure  Practices  in  Universities 
and  4-Year  Colleges  Affect  Faculty  Tenure”  (NSF 
81-300)  reports  on  a  survey  conducted  for  the 
National  Science  Foundation  by  the  Higher  Edu¬ 
cation  Panel  of  the  American  Council  on  Education. 
The  survey  collected  data  from  chief  academic 
officers  on  faculty  tenure  status  during  academic 
year  1978-79;  the  current  and  expected  future  pro¬ 
portions  of  eligible  faculty  approved  for  tenure; 
and  the  current  and  expected  future  lengths  of 
pretenure  probationary  periods  as  well  as  other 
aspects  of  tenure  policy. 

C>opies  of  the  Highlights  are  available  from  the 
Division  of  Science  Resources  Studies,  National  Sci¬ 
ence  Foundation,  1800  G  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20550. 

The  following  Detailed  Statistical  Tables  have  been 
issued:  Academic  Science:  RD  Funds,  Fiscal  Year  1979 
(NSF  81-301).  Copies  of  these  tables  are  available 
from  the  Division  of  Science  Resources  Studies, 
National  Science  Foundation,  1800  G  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20550.  (Charles  E.  Falk, 
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DIVISION  OF  SCIENCE  RESOURCES  STUDIES,  NATIONAL 

SCIENCE  FOUNDATION,  telephone  (202)  634-4622) 

SOCIAL  INDICATORS  III  AVAILABLE 

Social  Indicators  III,  which  was  announced  in  the 
November  1 980  issue  of  Statistical  Reporter,  is  now 
available  from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  GPO  Stock  No. 
S/N  003-024-02683-0,  for  $17.00  a  copy.  This  648- 
page  report  provides  a  comprehensive  overview  of 
current  social  conditions  and  trends  in  the  United 
States  and  was  prepared  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  the 
Gensus.  (Dennis  F.  Johnston,  bureau  of  the 

CENSUS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  telephone 

(301)  763-5145) 

COUNCIL  OF  PROFESSIONAL  ASSOCIATIONS 
ON  FEDERAL  STATISTICS 

The  Council  of  Professional  Associations  on  Fed¬ 
eral  Statistics  (COPAFS)  recently  established  its 
Executive  Office  at  806  15th  St.,  N.W.,  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  with  Dr.  William  H.  Shaw  as  Director. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Council  is  Dr.  Marie  D.  Wann. 
The  Council  consists  of  two  representatives  from 
each  of  12  national  professional  associations  orga¬ 
nized  to  increase  their  involvement  in  Federal  sta¬ 
tistical  affairs.  The  membership  of  the  Associations 
includes  statisticians,  economists,  political  scientists, 
health  professionals,  sociologists,  computer  spe¬ 
cialists,  actuaries,  pollsters,  etc.  These  associations’ 
members  are  employed  by,  or  identified  with  col¬ 
leges  and  universities,  various  branches  of  com¬ 
merce  and  industry,  banks,  research  groups,  all  lev¬ 
els  of  government,  and  many  other  sectors  of  the 
American  community  dependent  upon  and  inter¬ 
ested  in  Federal  statisdcs. 

Origins  of  COPAFS.  —  Increasing  alienation  of 
governmental  statistical  practices  from  the  con¬ 
cerns  and  priorities  of  professional  leaders  in  the 
private  sector  led  to  the  formation  of  a  “Joint  Ad 
Hoc  Committee  of  Government  Statistics”  in  1975. 
The  American  Statistical  Association  took  leader¬ 
ship  in  giving  impetus  to  this  movement  to  draw 
professional  societies  into  a  more  effective  position 
with  greater  impact  upon  the  functioning  and  the 
products  of  the  Federal  statistical  system.  In  fact,  in 
1977,  not  long  after  the  formation  of  the  Joint  Ad 
Hoc  Committee,  most  long-standing  advisory  com¬ 
mittees  to  Federal  statistical  agencies  composed  of 
professional  association  representatives  were  being 
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abolished,  and  the  central  statistical  office  of  the 
Federal  Government  was  transferred  from  the 
Executive  Office  of  the  President  into  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  thus  reversing  the  hoped-for 
trend  of  strengthening  that  office. 

Development  of  COPAPS. — During  1975-1978, 
the  period  when  the  Joint  Ad  Hoc  Committee  was 
formulating  its  objectives  and  laying  long-range 
plans  for  their  attainment,  the  membership 
expanded  to  include  representatives  of  nine  orga¬ 
nizations.  At  the  close  of  its  3-year  existence,  the 
Committee  published  an  extensive  report  identi¬ 
fying  major  issues  of  professional  concern  and 
indicating  ways  in  which  the  member  societies 
envisaged  offering  their  collective  capabilities 
toward  the  improvement  of  the  Federal  statisdcal 
system  and  its  statistical  products.  An  Executive 
Office  was  planned  and  a  suggested  budget  was 
included  in  the  Committee  report.  In  fact,  a  com¬ 
prehensive  prospectus  was  developed  to  be  used 
for  interesting  foundations  to  offer  financial  sup¬ 
port  to  the  venture. 

General  Goals  of  COPAFS. — An  Interim  Commit¬ 
tee  was  then  established  to  lay  plans  for  the  present 
Council  of  Professional  Associations  on  Federal  Sta¬ 
tistics  (COPAFS),  now  numbering  24  representa¬ 
tives,  two  from  each  of  12  associations.*  Consistent 
with  its  general  purposes,  COPAFS  had  developed 
“Guidelines  and  Procedures”  addressing  both  its 
relationship  to  the  member  associations  and  to  gov¬ 
ernment.  With  respect  to  the  associations,  COPAFS’ 
general  objectives  are  to  increase  the  level  of  infor¬ 
mation  and  to  encourage  discussion  of  issues  of 
general  importance  regarding  Federal  statistics  as 
well  as  to  foster  development  of  the  capability  to 
respond  to  these  issues.  COPAFS’  general  objec¬ 
tives  relative  to  government  are  to  encourage 
professional  relationships  with  leading  statistical 


♦American  Agriculture  Economics  AsstKiation 
American  Economic  Association 
American  Political  Science  Association 
American  Public  Health  Association 
American  Association  for  Public  t)pinion  Research 
American  Sociological  AssiKiation 
American  Statistical  Association 
American  Association  of  Public  Data  Users 
Federal  Statistics  Users’  Conference 
National  Association  of  Business  Economists 
Population  Association  of  America 
Society  of  Actuaries 
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personnel,  to  identify  key  issues,  to  obtain  current 
information  on  developments,  to  learn  about 
opportunities  for  improvement,  and  to  monitor  the 
changing  situation. 

Funding.  —  Member  associations  provide  finan¬ 
cial  support  to  COPAFS,  and  through  further 
funding  by  the  Russell  Sage  Foundation,  the  Ford 
Foundation,  the  William  T.  Grant  Foundation  as 
well  as  the  generous  help  of  individual  donors,  the 
Council  has  been  able  to  establish  its  Executive 
Office  as  a  3-year  pilot  project.  Toward  the  end  of 
the  3-year  period,  in  mid-1983,  an  evaluation  will 
be  made  of  the  effectiveness  of  COPAFS  in  meeting 
its  objectives. 

Specific  Objectives. — Among  the  practical,  specific 
objectives  that  the  member  associations  have 
defined  for  association  involvement  are:  the  estab¬ 
lishment  in  each  association  of  a  committee  on  gov¬ 
ernment  statistics,  or  its  equivalent,  to  serve  as  the 
point  of  contact  with  COPAFS,  and  to  assist  in  the 
monitoring  of  statistical  developments;  the  orga¬ 
nizing  of  one  or  more  sessions  at  annual  meetings 
to  provide  a  forum  for  discussion  of  recent  devel¬ 
opments  in  Federal  statistics;  publication  in  the 
newsletters  of  the  respective  associations  news 
about  Federal  statistical  matters;  arranging  for  con¬ 
ferences  with  key  statistical  officials  in  government; 
and  the  preparation  of  association  seminars  on  sta¬ 
tistical  topics  of  importance  to  Federal  policymak¬ 
ers. 

Relative  to  government,  specific  objectives  for 
COPAFS  are:  the  establishment  of  links  with  Fed¬ 
eral  agency  personnel  and  congressional  committee 
staffs;  securing  of  relevant  documents  for  study 
and  response;  provision  of  expert  witnesses  for 
hearings;  and  preparation  of  educational  programs 
for  policymaking  staffs  in  Congress  and  the  exec¬ 


utive  branch  regarding  uses  of  statistics  in  policy 
making. 

These  objectives  are  all  subject  to  modification  as 
COPAFS’  experience  develops.  The  success  of  the 
pilot  program  will  be  judged  in  terms  of  the  objec¬ 
tives.  (William  H.  Shaw,  council  of 

PROFESSIONAL  ASSOCIATIONS  ON  FEDERAL 

STATISTICS,  telephone  (202)  783-5808) 

PLANNING  FOR  RESEARCH  ON  SOCIAL 
INDICATORS 

The  Social  Science  Research  Council,  through  its 
Center  for  Coordination  of  Research  on  Social 
Indicators,  has  undertaken  a  program  of  planning 
for  U.S.  research  on  the  measurement  of  social 
change  in  the  next  decade.  This  project,  supported 
by  a  grant  from  the  National  Science  Foundation, 
is  intended  to  anticipate  and  help  prepare  for  new 
and  continuing  needs  for  research  on  indicators  of 
changes  occurring  in  society;  to  provide  forums  for 
the  discussion  and  evaluation  of  research  issues; 
and  to  make  it  possible  for  statistical  and  research 
funding  decisions  to  reflect  the  needs  of  research 
on  social  indicators.  The  Center  will  publish  a  plan¬ 
ning  report  in  1982,  following  review  by  a  wide 
community  of  scholars,  staff  in  statistical  agencies 
and  research  institutes,  and  others  who  have  an 
intellectual  investment  in  the  future  of  quantitative 
research  on  social  change.  This  project  is  briefly 
described  in  the  December,  1980,  issue  of  the  Cen¬ 
ter’s  Social  Indicators  Newsletter,  which  is  available  on 
request  from:  Social  Science  Research  Council, 
Center  for  Social  Indicators,  1755  Massachusetts 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
(Richard  C.  Rockwell,  social  science  research 
COUNCIL,  telephone  (202)  667-8884) 
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PERSONNEL  NOTES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics:  Thomas  J.  Plewes  has  been 
appointed  Assistant  Commissioner  of  the  Office  of  Employment 
Structure  and  Trends.  The  office  is  respionsible  for  the  Federal/ 
State  cooperative  employment  survey  programs. 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 
Amar  J.  Singh  has  joined  the  Reports  and  Statistics  Service  as 
Assistant  Director  for  Research  and  Biometrics. 
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SCHEDULE  OE  RELEASE  DATES  EOR  PRINCIPAL 
FEDERAL  ECONOMIC  INDICATORS 


May  1981 


Release  dates  scheduled  by  agencies  responsible 
for  the  principal  economic  indicators  of  the  Federal 
Government  are  given  below.  These  are  target  dates 
that  will  be  met  in  the  majority  of  cases.  Occasionally 
agencies  may  be  able  to  release  dates  a  day  or  so  earlier  or 
may  be  forced  by  unavoidable  compilation  problems  to 
release  a  report  one  or  more  days  later.  In  certain  cases,* 
timing  variability  in  the  receipt  of  raw  data  requires 
a  range  of  dates  rather  than  a  specific  release  date. 


A  similar  schedule  will  be  shown  here  each  month 
covering  release  dates  for  the  following  month.  The 
indicators  are  identified  by  the  tide  of  the  releases 
in  which  they  are  included;  the  source  agency;  and 
the  release  identification  number  where  applicable. 
Release  date  information  for  additional  series  can 
be  found  in  publications  of  the  sponsoring  agencies. 


(Any  inquiries  about  these  series  should  be  directed  to  the  issuing  agency.) 


Date  Sulject  Data  for 

May  1  Construction  Expenditures  (Press  release). 

Census,  C-30  . March 

1  Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  Depository 


Institutions,  Federal  Reserve  Board  (FRB), 

H.4.1  . Week  Ending  April  29 

1  Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Report 
of  Large  Commercial  Banks  and 
Domestic  Subsidiaries, 

FRB,  H.4.2  . Week  Ending  April  22 

1  Money  Stock  Measures,  FRB, 

H.6  . Week  Ending  April  22 

5  Selected  Interest  Rates,  FRB,  G.  13  . April 

5  Monthly  Wholesale  i  "ade  (Press  release). 

Census,  BW  . March 

6  Merchandise  Tra  Balance  of  Payments  Basis, 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis  (BEA)  . IQ’81 

6  Manufacturers’  Export  Sales  and  Orders,  Census, 

M4-A  . March 

*6-7  Consumer  Installment  Credit,  FRB,  G.  19  . March 

7  Monthly  Selected  Services  Receipts 

(Press  release).  Census  . March 

8  Producer  Price  Indexes,  (Press  release). 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  (BLS)  . April 

8  The  Employment  Situation 

(Press  release),  BLS  . April 

8  Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  Depository 

Institutions,  FRB,  H.4.1  . Week  Ending  May  6 

8  Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Report  of 

Large  Commercial  Banks  and  Domestic 
Subsidiaries,  FRB,  H.4.2  . . .  Week  Ending  April  29 
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Date 

May 


Subject  Data  for 

8  Money  Stock  Measures, 

FRB,  H.6 . Week  Ending  April  29 

1 1  Crop  Production,  Agriculture  . May  1 

12  Supply/Demand  Estimates, 

Agriculture  . Current  Marketing  Season 

12  Advance  Monthly  Retail  Sales  (Press  release). 

Census  . April 

13  Manufacturing  and  Trade:  Inventories  and 

Sales,  Census  . March 

15  Industrial  Production,  FRB,  G.  12.3  . April 

1 5  Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  Depository 

Institutions,  FRB,  H.4. 1  ....  Week  Ending  May  13 

1 5  Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Report  of  Large 
Commercial  Banks  and  Domestic  Subsidiaries, 

FRB,  H.4.2  . Week  Ending  May  6 

15  Money  Stock  Measures, 

FRB,  H.6 . Week  Ending  May  6 

15  Flow  of  Funds  Accounts,  FRB,  Z.l  . 1Q’81 

18  Capacity  Utilization:  Manufacturing  and 

Materials,  FRB,  G.3  . April 

18  Personal  Income  and  Outlays,  BE  A  . April 

18  Housing  Starts  (Press  release).  Census,  C-20  ...April 

18  Yields  on  FHA  Insured  New  Home  30-Year 

Mortgages,  HUD . May  I 

19  Gross  National  Product  (Revised),  BEA . IQ’81 

19  Corporate  Profits  (Preliminary),  BEA  . 1Q’81 

20  Federal  Receipts  and  Expenditures, 

N I  PA  Basis,  BEA  . 1Q’81 

20  Selected  Data  on  International  Transactions 

of  the  United  States,  BEA  . 1Q’81 

2 1  Advance  Report  on  Durable  Goods, 

Manufacturers’  Shipments,  and  Orders 

(Press  release).  Census,  M3-1  . April 

22  Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  Depository 

Institutions,  FRB,  H.4. 1  ....  Week  Ending  May  20 

22  Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Report  of  Large 
Commercial  Banks  and  Domestic 

Subsidiaries,  FRB,  H.4.2  _ Week  Ending  May  13 

22  Money  Stock  Measures, 

FRB,  H.6 . Week  Ending  May  13 

22  Consumer  Price  Index  (Press  release),  BLS  _ April 

22  Real  Earnings  (Press  release),  BLS  . April 

26  Treasury  Statement  (the  monthly  “budget”). 

Treasury  . April 

27  Labor  Turnover  in  Manufacturing 

(Press  release),  BLS  . April 

27  Productivity  and  Costs  in  Nonfinancial 

Corporate  Sector  (Press  release),  BLS  . IQ’8I 

28'  Composite  Indexes  of  Leading,  Coincident,  and 

Lagging  Indicators  (Press  release),  BEA  . April 

28  Export  and  Import  Merchandise  Trade  (Press 

release).  Census,  FT-900  . April 
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Date 


Suited 


Data  for 


May  *27-29  Savings  and  Loan  Association  Activity  (Press  release), 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (FHLBB)  .  .April 
29  Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  Depository 

Institutions,  FRB,  H.4. 1  _ Week  Ending  May  27 

29  Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Report  of  Large 
Commercial  Banks  and  Domestic 
Subsidiaries,  FRB,  H.4.2  ....  Week  Ending  May  20 
29  Money  Stock  Measures, 

FRB,  H.6 . Week  Ending  May  20 


29  Work  Stoppages  (Press  release),  BLS  . April 

29  Agricultural  Prices,  Agriculture  . Mid-May 
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AGENCY  REPRESENTATIVES  FOR  DISTRIBUTION 
AND  NEWS  ITEMS 


Telephone 


Agriculture: 

Richard  J.  Schrimper 

Economics  and  Statistics 
Service 

447-6201 

Commerce: 

Census: 

Gary  Young  (news  items) 

449-1670 

BEA: 

Larry  Moran 

Ann  Winkler  (personnel  notes) 

523-0777 

523-0890 

Defense: 

Mary  Frances  White, 

OSD  Comptroller 

695-6365 

Education: 

0.  Jean  Brandes  (NCES) 

436-7873 

Energy: 

John  Daniels  (news  items) 

634-5602 

Eugene  Odom 
(personnel  notes  and 
distribution) 

633-8198 

HHS: 

Richard  E.  Schmidt 

245-7507 

PHS: 

Gooloo  Wunderlich,  OAS 
for  Health 

472-7921 

Linda  Washington,  NCHS 
(news  items) 

436-8500 

Evelyn  W.  Gordon, 

Food  and  Drug 

443-6220 

SSA: 

John  J.  Carroll,  Director, 

Office  of  Research  & 

Statistics  (news  items) 

673-5602 

Robert  Robinson,  ORS 
(distribution) 

673-5576 

HUD: 

Marilyn  C.  Fine 

755-5190 

IASI: 

Susana  Moncayo 

789-3779 

Interior: 

William  L.  Kendig  (distribution) 
Office  of  Management 
Consulting 

343-2195 

Katherine  Harding,  Bureau  of 

634-4770 

Mines  (news  items) 


Telephone 

Justice: 

Roger  Kramer,  (INS  only) 

Marilyn  Marbrook,  Bureau  of 

Justice  Statistics 

633-3059 

492-9148 

Labor: 

Joan  Hall  (distribution  only) 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

961-2001 

BLS: 

Henry  Lowenstern 

Anna  Hill 
(news  items) 

523-1327 

523-1661 

ETA: 

Burt  S.  Barnow,  Office  of 

Research  and  Development 

376-7335 

Frances  Wattenberg,  Office  of 
Policy,  Evaluation,  and  Research 

376-5209 

Robert  Yerger,  Office  of 
Management  Information 

376-6456 

Transportation: 

James  L.  Duda 

426-0975 

Treasury: 

Ed  Hartman,  Printing  Procurement 
(distribution  only) 

566-5381 

John  Garmat  (news  items) 

566-2825 

IRS: 

Wendy  Alvey  (news  items) 

376-021 1 

Consumer  Prod 
Safety  Com: 

Elaine  Soley-Smith 

492-6404 

Fed  Reserve: 

Robert  M.  Fisher,  R  &  S 

452-2871 

NASA: 

W.  A.  Greene 

755-8439 

NSF: 

Charles  E.  Falk,  Div.  of  Science 
Resources  Studies 

634-4634 

Elizabeth  Williams 

634-4622 

Office  of 
Personnel 
Management: 

Philip  Schneider 

632-6808 

USPS: 

Richard  E.  Deighton, 

Statistical  Analysis  Division 

245-4195 

VA: 

Robert  W.  Schultz,  Director  of 
Reports  and  Statistics  Service 

389-2423 
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